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—1972) of Shaw, MS which is located in Boli-
var County. Andrew and Mary Lou “Mae Lou”
were married in 1937 until her murder in 1972.
Being children of slaves and having grown up
in the Mississippi Delta during the Jim Crowe
era and when the Mississippi Sovereignty
Commission was active, they set out on an
expedition against segregation and discrimina-
tion to improve life for black folks. Their stub-
born will would not allow them to accept the
unfair treatment imposed by white folks. In fact
their willingness to lead and step out front
brought death; alienation, planned house fires,
and increased harassment upon the family but
that did not stop the Hawkins.

In 1969 Andrew along with Mae Lou and 20
other African American plaintiffs sued the town
of Shaw for violating their rights as spelled out
in the 14th amendment. They had lawyers
representing them from the NAACP Legal De-
fense Fund. These were their rights to parallel
living conditions in black neighborhoods as ex-
perienced by whites in their neighborhoods.
Photographed and statistical evidence of both
black and white neighborhoods pointed to the
disparities between the two of inadequate
water supply, unsanitary sewage exposure
and disposal, water line pipes, rock roads, nat-
ural gas supply, street lights, and more. Haw-
kins first loss came when he appeared in Dis-
trict Court before Judge Keady. Then on Janu-
ary 23, 1971, the United States Fifth Circuit
Court of Appeals overturned Judge Keady’s
decision making the case a precursor for law-
suits against the inequalities of services pro-
vided by municipalities. Careful examination of
the evidence presented by the NAACP Legal
Defense Fund Lawyers overrode all evidence
presented by the town of Shaw helping to es-
tablish a prima facie case of racial discrimina-
tion. The court prohibited the town of Shaw
from further spending of monies to improve
conditions in white neighborhoods until they
improve conditions in the black neighborhoods
thus creating a better living environment for
the entire town. The Hawkins v. Town of Shaw
case is often equated with such paramount
cases as Brown v. Board of Education for
being one of the great pillars in African Amer-
ican History.

In May 1972, 2 months after the fifth Circuit
en banc affirmed the decision of Hawkins v.
town of Shaw, Mary Lou Hawkins was shot
and killed by a black “white controlled” police
officer for the town of Shaw. In the first fire set
to their home, no one was injured but in the
second fire, their son Andrew, Jr. and two
granddaughters were killed. Mr. Andrew Haw-
kins and his family has certainly been in a
storm and faced tragedies as a consequence.

| take great pride in recognizing and paying
tribute to these outstanding African Americans
of the 2nd Congressional District of Mississippi
who deserve mention, not only in the month of
February but year round.
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Mrs. CUBIN. Mr. Speaker, this week we cel-
ebrate the birthday of one of the true heroines

EXTENSIONS OF REMARKS

of our country, Susan B. Anthony. Best known
for being a pioneer of the women’s movement,
Susan B. Anthony dedicated her life to fight
for equal rights for women and was instru-
mental in helping women gain the right to
vote.

Unfortunately, it is often forgotten that
Susan B. Anthony was a strong pro-life advo-
cate. Her respect for the rights of the unborn
sprung from her profound belief that all hu-
mans deserve equal protection under the law.

As a pro-life woman, | can identify with
Susan B. Anthony. | too wish to protect and
nurture human life in every stage of develop-
ment.

Susan B. Anthony embodied true compas-
sion as a defender of women and protector of
children. In honoring the memory of Susan B.
Anthony, let us acknowledge that to be pro-life
is to be pro-woman.

—
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Mr. PAUL. Mr. Speaker, today | introduce
the Social Security for American Citizens Only
Act. This act forbids the Federal Government
from providing Social Security benefits to non-
citizens. It also ends the practice of total-
ization. Totalization is where the Social Secu-
rity Administration takes into account the num-
ber of years an individual worked abroad, and
thus was not paying payroll taxes, in deter-
mining that individual’s eligibility for Social Se-
curity benefits.

Hard as it may be to believe, the United
States Government already provides Social
Security benefits to citizens of 17 other coun-
tries. Under current law, citizens of those
countries covered by these agreements may
have an easier time getting Social Security
benefits than public school teachers or police-
men.

Obviously, this program provides a threat to
the already fragile Social Security system, and
the threat is looming larger. A little-noticed
part of the administration’s immigration “re-
form” proposal would make hundreds of thou-
sands of Mexican citizens eligible for U.S. So-
cial Security benefits. Totalization is the cen-
terpiece of this proposal, so even if a Mexican
citizen did not work in the United States long
enough to qualify for Social Security, the num-
ber of years worked in Mexico would be
added to bring up the total and thus make the
Mexican worker eligible for cash transfers from
the United States.

Mr. Speaker, press reports also indicate that
thousands of foreigners who would qualify for
U.S. Social Security benefits actually came to
the United States and worked here illegally.
That’s right: the Federal Government may ac-
tually allow someone who came to the United
States illegally, worked less than the required
number of years to qualify for Social Security,
and then returned to Mexico for the rest of his
working years, to collect full U.S. Social Secu-
rity benefits while living in Mexico. That is an
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insult to the millions of Americans who pay
their entire working lives into the system and
now face the possibility that there may be
nothing left when it is their turn to retire.

The proposed agreement is nothing more
than a financial reward to those who have will-
ingly and knowingly violated our own immigra-
tion laws. Talk about an incentive for illegal
immigration. How many more would break the
law to come to this country if promised U.S.
government paychecks for life? Is creating a
global welfare state on the back of the Amer-
ican taxpayer a good idea? The program also
establishes a very disturbing precedent of U.S.
foreign aid to individual citizens rather than to
states.

Estimates of what this latest totalization pro-
posal would cost top $1 billion per year. Sup-
porters of the Social Security to Mexico deal
may attempt to downplay the effect the agree-
ment would have on the system, but actions
speak louder than words: According to several
press reports, the State Department and the
Social Security Administration are planning to
enact a new building in Mexico City to handle
the expected rush of applicants for this new
program. As the system braces for a steep in-
crease in those who will be drawing from the
Social Security trust fund while policy makers
seriously consider cutting Social Security ben-
efits to American seniors and raising payroll
taxes on American workers, it makes no
sense to expand Social Security into a global
welfare system. Social Security was designed
to provide support for retired American citizens
who worked in the United States. We should
be shoring up the system for those Americans
who have paid in for decades, not expanding
it to cover foreigners who have not.

It is long past time for Congress to stand up
to the internationalist bureaucrats and start
looking out for the American worker. | there-
fore call upon my colleagues to stop the use
of the Social Security Trust Fund as yet an-
other vehicle for foreign aid by cosponsoring
the Social Security for American Citizens Only
Act.

Original Cosponsors of the Social Security
for American Citizens Only Act: ROSCOE BART-
LETT (MD-06), JOHN DUNCAN (TN-02), ScoTT
GARRETT (NJ-05), VIRGIL GOODE (VA-03),
THADDEUS MCCOTTER (MI-11), ZACH WAMP
(TN-03).

———
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Wednesday, February 16, 2005

Mr. THOMPSON of Mississippi. Mr. Speak-
er, throughout the month of February, | would
like to recognize outstanding African Ameri-
cans of the 2nd Congressional District of Mis-
sissippi, and their contribution to Black History.
The 23 counties of the 2nd District are well
represented from both a local and national
perspective.

Americans have recognized black history
annually since 1926, first as “Negro History
Week” and later as “Black History Month.” In
fact, black history had barely begun to be
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